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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 60-93 have been presented for examination and are rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed December 20th, 2006, have been fully considered but 
they are deemed not persuasive. 

3. In the remarks, applicant argued in substance that: 

(A) Prior art of Cook does not teach deciding that a requested specified service is 
associated with a specific one of said service processing entities of a specific one of 
said at least one communication network. Cook's system may contain multiple service 
providers offering the same services, which would prevent unambiguously selecting a 
specific service. 

As to point (A), Cook teaches a terminal that requests service that is satisfied by 
an analyzing entity providing communication with a specific service processing entity in 
a specific network (col. 3, lines 15-67). The terminal device requests a specific service 
and the analyzing entity fulfills this request by selecting a specific service processing 
entity of a specific network (col. 14, lines 44-50; see fig. 14, steps 1212, 1214, and 
1218). Cook provides service access to a "plurality of communication networks" -a 
group that may vary in the composition of service providers (col. 3, lines 15-23). 
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Additionally, the requirement that each communication network may only provide 
services that are unique to the specific network is not recited in the claimed limitations. 

(B) Prior art of Cook does not teach a terminal requesting a specified service. 
Rather, the access server generates a query to the terminal, the terminal provides a 
reply, and the server provides a list of available services. 

As to point (B), Cook provides the list of available services to the user terminal 
based on the user's capabilities (col. 14, lines 40-44). Afterwards, the terminal requests 
a specific service and thereafter routes communication messages to the destination 
communication network (col. 14, lines 44-50). 

(C) Prior art of Cook does not teach routing communication messages 
associated with said terminal via said analyzing entity to said specific one of said 
service processing entities within said specified communication network. Rather, the 
user is simply connected to a specific service network. 

As to point (C), the analyzing entity of Cook validates and performs security 
services to authenticate users connected to the system (see access network 520 in col. 
9, lines 29-33). Afterwards, the entity creates a "network shell" that manages the 
user/terminal interaction with the service processing destinations on the plurality of 
networks (col. 9, lines 30-40). More specifically, Cook's analyzing entity routes the 
communication messages by waiting next packet from the user, followed by 
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"exchanging] packets between the network device and the selected service provider" 
(col. 14, lines 40-50). 

(D) Prior art of Cook does not teach each network being equipped with service 
processing entities, but merely teaches a variety of networks such as a PSTN, the 
internet, public data networks, and private data networks. 

As to point (D), Cook teaches accessing communication networks that contain 
service processing entities, where each is an "entity that provides communication 
services to users who are accessing the service through an access provider" (col. 10, 
lines 18-20). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 60-63, 66-77, 80-87, 90, and 91 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Cook (U.S. Patent 6,697,806). 
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6. As per claims 60, 74, 90, 91 , 92, and 93, Cook teaches a method comprising the 
steps of: 

requesting, by a terminal, a specified service to be at a disposition of said 
terminal, wherein the terminal is configured to perform communication via at least one 
communication network, each network being equipped with service processing entities; 
(Cook, col. 9, lines 4-12; fig. 5 items 512, 562, 564) 

analyzing said request by an analyzing entity associated with said at least one 
communication network, (Cook, col. 9, lines 30-41) 

said analyzing entity configured to be associable with a plurality of 
communication networks; (Cook, col. 8, lines 49-65; see overview of fig. 5 with multiple 
networks including items 530 and 540) 

deciding, by said analyzing entity, that said requested specified service is 
associated a service processing entity of a specific one of said at least one 
communication network, and (Cook, col. 9, lines 30-41) 

in response to said decision, routing communication messages associated with 
said terminal via said analyzing entity to said specific one of said service processing 
entities within said specified communication network (Cook, where message routing is 
described in col. 14, lines 44-50; see fig. 12 process steps 1212, 1214, 1216, and 
1218). 

7. As per claims 61 and 75, Cook teaches the system further wherein the 
requesting said specified service comprises indicating said specified service in a 
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request message (Cook, col. 17, lines 38-44; col. 17, line 59 to col. 18, line 4; see also 
fig. 16 steps 1604, 1608, and 1612). 

8. As per claims 62 and 76, Cook teaches the system further wherein the indicating 
said specified service comprises carrying by a service identifier in said request message 
(Cook, col. 17, lines 38-44; col. 17, line 59 to col. 18, line 4; see also fig. 16 steps 1604, 
1608, and 1612). 

9. As per claims 63 and 77, Cook teaches the system further wherein carrying said 
identifier comprises carrying the identifier in the user data payload in said request 
message (Cook, col. 17, lines 38-44; fig. 16). 

10. As per claims 66 and 80, Cook teaches the system further wherein said request 
message comprises at least a subscriber identifier (Cook, fig. 16 item 1608). 

11. As per claims 67 and 81 , Cook teaches the system further comprising: 
detecting that said request message does not comprise a service identifier; and 
in response thereto, retrieving said service identifier based on said subscriber 

identifier from a database entity (Cook, col. 17, lines 45-58; see fig. 16, decision branch 
starting at step 1604 with the answer NO; see also database system of fig. 6). 
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12. As per claims 68 and 82, Cook teaches the system further comprising configuring 
said service identifier to comprise at least one of a network code and a service code 
(Cook, col. 17, lines 38-44; col. 17, line 59 to col. 18, line 4; see also fig. 16 steps 1604, 
1608, and 1612). 

13. As per claims 69 and 83, Cook teaches the system further comprising configuring 
said service identifier to comprise at least one of a network code and a service code 
(Cook, col. 17, lines 38-44; col. 17, line 59 to col. 18, line 4; see also fig. 16 steps 1604, 
1608, and 1612). 

14. As per claims 70 and 84, Cook teaches the system further comprising configuring 
said network code to represent a respective one of said communication networks 
(Cook, col. 17, lines 38-44; col. 17, line 59 to col. 18, line 4; see also fig. 16 steps 1604, 
1608, and 1612, wherein the identifier represents the service provider at the destination 
network). 

15. As per claim 71 and 85, Cook teaches the system further comprising configuring 
said service code to represent a respective one of the services to be processed at the 
corresponding service processing entity (Cook, col. 17, lines 38-44; col. 17, line 59 to 
col. 18, line 4; see also fig. 16 steps 1604, 1608, and 1612). 
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16. As per claims 72 and 86, Cook teaches the system further comprising configuring 
said communication networks to be distinguishable by at least one of the network type 
and the network operator (Cook, col. 9, lines 29-41, wherein service communication is 
handled specific to the network type). 

17. As per claims 73 and 87, Cook teaches the system further comprising configuring 
said services to be distinguishable by at least one of the terminal type, subscriber 
identifier, subscriber profiles, manufacturer of the terminal, capabilities of the terminal or 
vendor of the terminal (Cook, col. 9, lines 29-41 , e.g. when terminal capabilities and the 
subscriber profiles are used). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

18. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

19. Claims 64, 65, 78, and 79 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cook (U.S. Patent 6,697,806) and Davis et al. (US PGPub 
2003/0041146). 
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20. As per claims 64 and 78, Cook teaches the above, yet fails to teach wherein said 
carrying said identifier comprises carrying the identifier in a header of said request 
message. 

Davis teaches a connection allocation method (Davis, paragraph 0019) that uses 
service codes representing services via message headers (Davis, paragraph 0049 & 
0052, figure 2). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Cook and Davis to provide the service code 
headers of Davis in the system of Cook, because doing so would allow intelligent and 
high speed connection decisions providing enhanced network services (Davis, 
paragraph 0018). 

21 . As per claims 65 and 79, Cook teaches the above, yet fails to teach piggybacking 
said identifier to said header. 

Davis teaches a connection allocation method (Davis, paragraph 0019) that uses 
service codes representing services via message headers (Davis, paragraph 0049 & 
0052, figure 2). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Cook and Davis to provide the service code 
headers of Davis in the system of Cook, because doing so would allow intelligent and 
high speed connection decisions providing enhanced network services (Davis, 
paragraph 0018). 
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22. Claims 88 and 89 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cook (U.S. Patent 6,697,806)) and Nguyen et al. (US PGPub 2003/0005132). 

23. As per claims 88 and 89, Cook teaches the above, yet fails to teach wherein said 
request message is configured to be transported using the session initiation protocol 
(SIP). 

Nguyen teaches a network with multiple service processing entities selectable for 
communication within the network (Nguyen, paragraphs 0029-0030 and figure 2) for 
service requests that use the Session Initiation Protocol (Nguyen, paragraphs 0068- 
0070). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Cook and Nguyen to provide the multiple 
services of Nguyen in the system of Cook, because doing so would decrease 
management and maintenance requirements while improving scalability (Cook, 
paragraph 0007) and enable the use of the Session Initiation Protocol to achieve 
services such as Voice Over Internet Protocol (Cook, paragraph 0069). 
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Conclusion 

24. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of . 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas Taylor whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3889. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00am to 5:30pm, 
with alternating Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Nicholas Taylor 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 




